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what he thinks about these issues. And I
hope we throw in CTBT here, because I think
to me that is one of the . . . that is the sin-
gle most important thing we could do at the
front end. But . . . Vin is looking at his
watch, understandably, I happen to agree
with you. With regard to priorities, Dick
Lugar and I are going to be introducing this
week after call for a commission that is, I
know we got a lot of commissions, but a
commission made up, appointed by the
President, the House and the Senate, made
up of the leading people in America that we
could find with the greatest stature, to come
forward with us with a threat assessment, a
threat assessment that in fact reflects, for
purposes of deciding what priorities we
should be focusing on. And so I can talk to
you more about that later, but my time is
. . . (Overlap)

VW: I don’t know if we have time for one
or two more, but one there, and if there’s
time for two, it’s over there. Les is telling
me only one, I’m sorry to say, (inaudible).

M: (inaudible) Talbot(?). Senator, thank
you for this broad guarded approach to the
problems we face. My question is this, do you
foresee the need or the expectation of a Con-
gressional declaration of war, which the Con-
stitution calls for, and if so, against whom?
(Scattered Laughter)

JB: The answer is yes, and we did it. I hap-
pen to be a professor of Constitutional law.
I’m the guy that drafted the Use of Force
proposal that we passed. It was in conflict
between the President and the House. I was
the guy who finally drafted what we did pass.
Under the Constitution, there is simply no
distinction . . . Louis Fisher(?) and others
can tell you, there is no distinction between
a formal declaration of war, and an author-
ization of use of force. There is none for Con-
stitutional purposes. None whatsoever. And
we defined in that Use of Force Act that we
passed, what . . . against whom we were
moving, and what authority was granted to
the President.

And why don’t you take that question, it’s
not two o’clock, I’ll give a yes or no. He may
be from Delaware. (Laughter)

RP: Roland Paul, Senator, I concur with
everybody else in commending you on your
comments, and anyone who’s heard you be-
fore would certainly not be surprised at how
good they were. I would return to a question
you answered earlier, and you said as long
. . . the bombing, every day it goes on, the
harder it may be for us to do something in
the past(?). What do you see as the situation
if we don’t defeat the Taliban in the next
four weeks, and winter sets in in Afghani-
stan?

JB: Again, I’m not a military man. I think
the American public and the Islamic world is
fully prepared for us to take as long as we
need to take, if it is action that is mano-a-
mano. If it’s us on the ground going against
other forces on the ground. The part that I
think flies in the face of and plays into every
stereotypical criticism of us is we’re this
high tech bully that thinks from the air we
can do whatever we want to do, and it builds
the case for those who want to make the
cause against us that all we’re doing is indis-
criminately bombing innocents, which is not
the truth. Some innocents are (indiscrimi-
nately) bombed, but that is not the truth. I
think the American public is prepared for a
long siege. I think the American public is
prepared for American losses. I think the
American public is prepared, and the Presi-
dent must continue to remind them to be
prepared, for American body bags coming
home.

There is no way that you can in fact go
after and root out al-Qaeda and/or Bid Laden
without folks on the ground, in caves, risk-
ing and losing their lives. And I believe that

the tolerance for that in the Islamic world is
significant . . . exponentially higher than it
is for us bombing. That’s a generic point I
wish to make. I am not qualified enough to
tell you, although I can tell you what the
military guys have said to me, this is not
1948. This is 2001, I’m not at all they’re cor-
rect, and our ability to wage conflict in the
winter, in parts of this region, is within our
control, I don’t know enough to vouch for
that or not, but I do think it clearly makes
it more difficulty, and the weather window is
closing, as opposed to the tolerance window
for a behavior, in my view. Thank you all
very, very much. (Applause)

Mr. BIDEN. I thank the Chair, and I
yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MIL-
LER). The majority leader.

Mr. DASCHLE. I thank the Senator
from Delaware for his clarification, al-
though there was none required on my
part.

Mr. BIDEN. I knew it would not be
required on the Senator’s part.

Mr. DASCHLE. I have the greatest
admiration for the extraordinary expe-
rience and leadership provided by the
Senator from Delaware. I am not sur-
prised he was misquoted, and I think
he is wise. He speaks from experience
in coming to the floor to ensure if
there is any misunderstanding it has
now been clarified.

He did it in a way I would expect. He
has come to the Chamber with a com-
plete explanation. I have read some of
the remarks because after being asked
the question, I was informed of the
Senator’s comments. I applaud him for
the way in which he handled the ques-
tions and applaud him as well for his
speech. I appreciate his willingness to
come to the Chamber, and I thank him
for the extraordinary job he does every
day as chairman of our Foreign Rela-
tions Committee.

Mr. BIDEN. Very briefly in response,
I thank the Senator. I know the public
listening to this would say they expect
two guys who are friends and in the
same party to say the same thing, but
the truth is we are all going to be test-
ed over the next several months. The
President of the United States, who we
all think is doing a very fine job, is
going to have to make some very tough
decisions.

I, for one, and I know my two leaders
and the Senator from Oregon as well
are not into Monday morning quarter-
backing. Some of the decisions we are
going to make are going to turn out to
be brilliant. Some we are going to
make are not going to be so good.

I would say this: This President, in
my view, so far has made the right
choices. He has done the right thing.
He is pursuing the right way. This no-
tion of how long we bomb versus how
long before we put forces on the ground
is an incredibly difficult decision. You
can be assured every single mistake we
accidentally make—and by the way, to
our credit the Defense Department ac-
knowledged today, like no other De-
fense Department would, I think, that,
yes, there was an errant bomb, and it
did take out some innocent people.

What other great nation would ac-
knowledge that?

That is going to happen. It is horrible
that it will, but the President has a se-
ries of very tough choices. I want him
to know that not only I, but we all
wish him well, and as long as he is try-
ing, as he is, to keep this coalition to-
gether, to keep it moving, I am willing
to yield to his judgment in the prosecu-
tion of this war.

So I thank my friend for his kind
comments, and I hope this puts it to
rest. I am sure the gentleman on the
House side who made the comments
was probably told by staff, and I think
it was kind of like a drive-by shooting
because I have never had a cross word
with this particular House Member,
but I understand things got pretty hot
in the House today. I think I was the
first Democrat who came across his
radar, and I think this would be called
a political drive-by shooting—acci-
dental, I hope—and it will get straight-
ened out.

I am not criticizing or making light
of what was said. I want the RECORD to
be straight because it is important the
world knows and the Nation knows we
are behind the President and we are
not at this point second-guessing his
judgment, particularly about bombing.

f

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that there be a pe-
riod of morning business with Senators
permitted to speak for up to 5 minutes
each.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

f

TRIBUTE TO GENERAL CHARLES
T. ROBERTSON, JR.

Mr. LOTT. Madam President, I wish
to take this opportunity to recognize
and say farewell to an outstanding Air
Force officer, General Charles T.
‘‘Tony’’ Robertson, Jr., upon his retire-
ment from the Air Force after more
than 33 years of commissioned service.
Over the years, many Members and
staff have enjoyed the opportunity to
meet with General Robertson on a vari-
ety of joint military issues and have
come to appreciate his many talents.
Indeed, throughout his career, General
Robertson has served with distinction,
and it is my privilege today to recog-
nize his many accomplishments and to
commend him for the superb service he
has provided the Air Force and our Na-
tion.

General Robertson entered the Air
Force in 1968 as a graduate of the U.S.
Air Force Academy. After successfully
completing pilot training, he served his
Nation by flying 150 combat missions
as a gunship pilot in Southeast Asia
while stationed with the 18th Special
Operations Squadron in South Viet-
nam. Lieutenant Robertson was then
assigned to Wright-Patterson Air Force
Base, Ohio, where he became a B–52 co-
pilot, aircraft commander, instructor
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pilot, and flight examiner with the 17th
Bombardment Wing. Moving on to
Offutt Air Force Base, Nebraska, he
first became Assistant to the Chief of
Staff, then Aide and Executive Officer
to the Vice Commander in Chief, Head-
quarters, Strategic Air Command. His
next assignment was to Plattsburgh
Air Force Base, New York, as an FB–
111 Aircraft Commander, Flight Com-
mander, and Assistant Operations Offi-
cer.

As a lieutenant colonel, he served as
a Plans and Programming Officer in
the Air Force Programs and Evalua-
tion Directorate at the Pentagon be-
fore returning to Plattsburgh Air
Force Base, in 1982, as Commander,
529th Bomb Squadron, and then as As-
sistant Deputy Commander for Mainte-
nance, 380th Bombardment Wing. After
completing studies at the National War
College at Fort McNair in Washington
D.C., he was promoted to colonel in
1985.

During that same year, Colonel Rob-
ertson returned to the Pentagon to
serve as Executive Officer to the Air
Force Vice Chief of Staff, Headquarters
U.S. Air Force. He went on to become
Commander of the 2nd Bombardment
Wing, Barksdale Air Force Base, Lou-
isiana, in 1987, then Commander of the
384th Bombardment Wing at McConnell
Air Force Base, Kansas, in 1989. As
Commander of the 384th, Colonel Rob-
ertson was honored as the Strategic
Air Command Outstanding Wing Com-
mander of the Year for 1989. Following
his tour at McConnell, he returned to
Offutt Air Force Base where he served
as Assistant Deputy Chief of Staff,
Plans and Resources, Headquarters
Strategic Air Command, and was pro-
moted to Brigadier General in 1991.

As a general officer, General Robert-
son excelled in a number of key assign-
ments, including Director of Personnel
Plans, Headquarters U.S. Air Force and
then Vice Director of the Joint Staff,
Joint Chiefs of Staff at the Pentagon;
Vice Commander, Air Mobility Com-
mand, Scott Air Force Base, Illinois;
Commander, 15th Air Force at Travis
Air Force Base, California; and culmi-
nating with his current assignment as
Commander in Chief, United States
Transportation Command, USTRANS-
COM, and Commander, Air Mobility
Command, AMC.

Over his career, General Robertson
demonstrated his skill as an aviator by
safely accumulating over 4,700 hours of
flight time in the AC–119K, B–1B, B–2,
B–52, C–5, C–9, C–17, C–20B, C–21, C–37,
C–130, C–141, EC–135, FB–111A, KC–10,
KC–135, T–1, T–6, T–37, T–38, and T–39
aircraft.

As Commander in Chief, USTRANS-
COM, General Robertson’s leadership
has been indispensable to the readiness
of the Defense Transportation System
to accomplish its mission, getting
troops to the fight, sustaining the
fight, and then bringing the troops
back home when the fight is over. As a
tireless ‘‘Total Force’’ advocate, his
commitment to fully integrating guard

and reserve forces into all aspects of
the Command has reaped great divi-
dends and great praise. Recognizing the
essential role of our commercial trans-
portation industry in supporting the
USTRANSCOM mission, General Rob-
ertson lifted this partnership to un-
precedented levels through such crit-
ical programs as the Civil Reserve Air
Fleet, the Maritime Security Program,
and the Voluntary Intermodal Sealift
Agreement. Following the terrorist
bombing of Khobar Towers, and then
again after the attack on the USS
COLE, the global force protection pro-
grams he developed for his always ‘‘in-
transit’’ forces were held as the model
for others to emulate.

His factual and pointed testimonies
before the Senate Armed Services Com-
mittee illustrated the professionalism
and expertise which has enabled him to
foster exceptional rapport with all
members of the Senate and was a clear
indication of his ability to work with
the Congress in addressing the prior-
ities of his Command. Finally, as evi-
dence of his clear vision for the future,
he diligently labored to ensure pro-
grams such as follow-on C–17 procure-
ment, C–5 modernization, and airlift
defensive systems were in-place to en-
sure the transformation of the mobil-
ity fleet to meet the challenges of to-
morrow.

An exemplary officer of unmatched
skill and talent, General Robertson
personifies the Air Force core values of
integrity, selfless service, and excel-
lence in all things. I offer my congratu-
lations to him, his wife, Brenda, and
sons, Sean and Jason. The Congress
and the country applaud the selfless
commitment his entire family has
made to the Nation in supporting his
military career.

I know I speak for all of my col-
leagues in expressing my heartfelt ap-
preciation to General Robertson. He is
a credit to both the Air Force and the
United States and I congratulate him
on the completion of an outstanding
and successful career. May God con-
tinue to bless Tony, his family and the
United States of America.

f

LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT ACT
OF 2001

Mr. SMITH of Oregon. Madam Presi-
dent, I rise today to speak about hate
crimes legislation I introduced with
Senator KENNEDY in March of this
year. The Local Law Enforcement Act
of 2001 would add new categories to
current hate crimes legislation sending
a signal that violence of any kind is
unacceptable in our society.

I would like to describe a terrible
crime that occurred April 20, 2000 in
Stafford, VA. Thomas Rivers, 18, alleg-
edly attacked a 15-year-old gay teen-
ager by bashing him in the back of the
head with a metal pole, almost killing
him. The previous year, after Rivers
learned that the younger boy was at-
tracted to him, Rivers lashed out by
shouldering him in hallways at school,

shouting slurs and spitting on him. The
attack came eight months later when
Rivers saw the boy walking in an area
park.

I believe that government’s first duty
is to defend its citizens, to defend them
against the harms that come out of
hate. The Local Law Enforcement En-
hancement Act of 2001 is now a symbol
that can become substance. I believe
that by passing this legislation, we can
change hearts and minds as well.

f

FIRST ANNIVERSARY OF BREAST
AND CERVICAL CANCER TREAT-
MENT ACT

Mr. CHAFEE. Madam President, I
would like to remind the Senate that
October is not only Breast Cancer
Awareness Month, but also the first an-
niversary of the enactment of the
Breast and Cervical Cancer Treatment
Act. As we take time this month to re-
member all those who’ve lost their
lives to this tragic disease, we must
also celebrate the great strides we’ve
made in diagnosing and treating breast
cancer in women from all walks of life.

As many of us remember, the Centers
for Disease Control has long operated a
program to provide low-income unin-
sured women with coverage for cancer
screening. Since its creation in 1990,
the CDC’s Breast and Cervical Cancer
Early Detection Program has proved a
great success, providing over one mil-
lion mammograms to women 40 years
or older through March 1999. Of these,
over 77,000 were found to be abnormal
and 5,830 cases of breast cancer were di-
agnosed. Additionally, through March
1997, 300 cases of invasive cervical can-
cer were discovered in over 700,000 pap
tests.

Despite this high rate of success, the
Early Detection Program contained a
fatal flaw. The CDC program provided
no treatment options for low-income,
uninsured women who tested positive
for breast or cervical cancer. Instead of
receiving the help they needed, the
women diagnosed with cancer under
this program were left to find treat-
ment for themselves. Unfortunately,
early detection is pointless unless it is
followed by immediate and vigorous
treatment.

To address this shortcoming, I joined
with Senators BARBARA MIKULSKI,
OLYMPIA SNOWE, and others to sponsor
legislation to allow individual states
the option of providing treatment
through their state Medicaid programs.
As enacted, the Breast and Cervical
Cancer Treatment Act provides en-
hanced federal matching funds to
states that choose to operate a treat-
ment plan for women diagnosed under
the CDC program. Instead of imposing
a new federal mandate, the bill offered
positive incentives and tangible fund-
ing options to those states whose popu-
lations are most in need.

Today, on the 1-year anniversary of
the enactment of this momentous leg-
islation, I’m proud to tell you that the
Act has been a great success. Over the
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